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Dear Mr. Jordan,

I am m receipt cf your tater of i^^
complaint that indicates Dr. Ixwiy flection Coinmittee...m^
Election Campaign Act of 1971.."

I have iieid the complaint tetter, dated February 11, 2010 authored by Scott Yeldell, and
shall present herein the fete of the matter whidish^
an attempt by a supporter of another Candida^
office.

TTie first complaint is: "no campaign committee report filed for yearend reporting period
(10/01/09 -12/31/2009)"

Qur answer is that per the offices of me PEG, (and phooe conversations whh the staff at
the FEQ the report due for that reporting period in question above, was due by 1-29-
2010. 1^ FECfs own record^ shouUihofw that a r^Knt^ That
this rqxwt was mailed, and not perforated via electnokfonnat apparently delayed its
appearance onto the FEC web-she. (The snow in DC probably didn't help either.) Even
our own supporters (myself induded) were woodering about the delay of its ̂ )peannce,
and had some wondering if I wu even in the nee still Nevertheless, the data did
eventually arrive on me web she, and your offices should have Ihe materials mqnestkm

advertiseniem.....the attached website screen shots ^^
availabk fat pick-up at Dr. Lowry'a medical office.."1*

Oar answer is simple again, and had the pefscofilmg the oom(daint come to look for any
cm^gn materials, he would have discovered
lor Republican candidates tins go-found, as Dr. Ixmryianhb campaign tiioa^
home, me homes of several volunteers, and his PIQC-UP TRUCK >wherem many of his
materials (signs, pusbcard^stickent
in his track ̂ rile at work - the net that he WQrindwfaflenmnmg his campaign is not
(yet) illegal as mr as I can ten, and that he advised for people to come to wiiere he and his
track were, to pick up materials out of his track, does not make Us office a campaign she.
Dr. Uwry was the trend setter Uurc (before MasiitiliusUtimao^ ha story) by runnhig his
dmpaign out of his pick-up.



Tne third complaint is: Under financial support on the attached screen shot, the
committee state that they are accepting «»toT)utk)n from $5.00-$5,000 which would

the maximum contribution allowed by the FEC In addition. they tie
soliciting contributions from *%usineflset and organizations" which is alaopcoh^
the FEC

To this our answer is...boy, this pccson really seems tote extraordinarily fluent with the
law, I wonder who he works for? But tte truth of tteruto is, yes, as we understand h
too. accepting a $5,000 individual contribution wouJdhm* teen against tte FEC r^
but the rote wu placed m its niamicr so as tote We
would of ooune accept donatioiis for as little as a, penny, and although one couple asked
how much they could give, we appionilately u^tedthefrcootributioii to $2,400 each
($4,800 for the couple). At no time was a contribution over $2^400 a person taken in by
use campaign. Tte reconb on fife already with tte FEC wiUsIro this tote n^ As tor
the soliciting of contributtens trom^iiliviiii™ ami nrgauiiafinnii*-! believe PACsare
l«imiBM«eM rnnA mm Jmtjxttfma** tarm titfy nnf mlmn nffgpniaaf inn^7 I am pfetTy CleBT that

campaigns can, and do accept contribimonsfromPAC^soIdonotscemeretotea
Violation Of lOW here. J^irtJMfmn^ •nKehmg ImrfiMM leMtoM in th« enmrnuntty «n

(»ntnT)ute is a standaidactrvh^ for candidate The call was for people who read the
web-she to consider what businesses or ocgnizationswouUsup(X)rt having someone of
Dr. Lowry's charocter and positions hi office, and tdltiie campaign of such organizations
so that someone from the campaign could contact those business leaden and seek support
from them. Again, me filed nfnrtdiowsaU campaign contributions as we undeMand
niem to be, and we did have to leturn one contribntion check as it was drawn on a
cotpoiatB account (havmg the person then write a, personal check instead). Furthermore,
the Supreme Court recently upheld that Coq)orationscoiild use thev own funds to
support diiectiy, or advertise for (or agairtst)poUti^
although we did not get any such support tfabgo-rooad,h appears that such would not
have been a violation.

All in all, Acre appears to be nothing more than sour gno» behind tins conq>laint

Sincerely,


